A Renewed EU inter-parliamentary cooperation in the post-Lisbon era
Inter-parliamentary cooperation is not a recent phenomenon in the European Union (EU). Since the very beginning of the integration process in Europe, structural coordination between representative assemblies has been a constitutive dimension of 
Contextualising recent developments
Against these recurring arguments, it is possible to claim that there are several sources and causes for renewed EU inter-parliamentary cooperation: first, a voluntary one, i.e. the connection with the Lisbon Treaty's intent to facilitate a wider democratisation objective; second, this time more a reaction than an initiative, the need to counterbalance the institutional outcomes of the economic and financial crisis that shook the world but particularly the eurozone (possibility of a Grexit, etc.); and, third, the call for an It is the combination of these three arguments that the Special Issue addresses. This combination offers a contextualisation that is needed to better understand each of the contributions that will follow.
On the one hand, the new search for more democracy reflects an ongoing effort in the EU to address its numerous democratic deficits, (Chryssochoou 1998; Warleigh 2003; Moravcsik 2004; Hix and Follesdal 2006) , also described as 'democratic disconnect' (Lindseth 2010). In addition, more recently, the wider uncertainty that has also characterised the international system (2008 financial and economic crisis, 2016 Brexit referendum result, election in the USA of a populist President, and similar developments in Europe, most recently in Italy), all mean that world affairs, including the European integration process, are now under increased public scrutiny that demands more democratic accountability and transparency.
It is important to differentiate between, on the one hand, fair criticisms of how the EU works, and in particular the well documented literature on the existence of democratic deficits (see above), and, on the other, different approaches that range from the Eurosceptical to the Euro-phobic: these are basically anti-system and anti-democratic in nature and in form -even if they use democratic means to promote their goals and ideals (on populist parties and the EP, especially since the 2014 elections, see Brack 2015; Vasilopoulou 2013 ). This differentiation is important because, for the former, the way the EU works (or should work) is a question of constantly improving, correcting, and developing it further; for the latter, the main objective is to render it obsolete and, if this is not possible, to leave it -as the UKIP successfully proposed in the Brexit referendum in 2016. From the non-populist and non-extremist perspectives, all of the points above mean that further research is required on EU inter-parliamentary cooperation as a key instrument in achieving the goals of a more democratic, legitimate and effective Union. Consequently, there is today a common public space of governance, with several, often overlapping, layers that existing individual accountability mechanisms cannot fully satisfy; this therefore establishes the justification for a collective space of action where different multilateral and multilevel arrangements of parliamentary democracy can be tested.
Inter-parliamentary cooperation and joint parliamentary scrutiny: what next?
As noted, in light of the above developments, there is now emerging literature on EU They highlight the unresolved issues still at stake, thus confirming that most of the weaknesses and constraints of the inter-parliamentary dimension originate from the failure to address these issues in an intelligent and sophisticated way. In many cases, the EU interparliamentary framework merely mirrors both the intergovernmental and federal dimensions in an effort to capture the complex and multifaceted requirements of collective actorness (Knutelská 2013: 35) . One main inhibiting factor is the difficulty faced by parliaments in bridging from the 'domestic' (either national or European) to the 'collective' dimension as due premise for playing a proactive role in the EU decision-making.
A third issue deals with the goals pursued through the inter-parliamentary dimension. 
The Special Issue Contents
As a result, the Special Issue analyses and assesses with insights from both the theory and the practice of how inter-parliamentary cooperation deals with the democratic challenges mentioned above, featuring the EU's multi-layered decision-making process. In addition to thanking all participants, and in particular chairs and discussants, the special issue editors would like to thank several anonymous peer reviewers for their additional contribution to this publication. The usual proviso about the respective authors´ own final responsibility applies here too. I https://www.parlament.gv.at/ENGL/EU2018/EUROPOL/. II Furthermore, there is a growth, and a consolidation, of the literature on parliamentary diplomacy: see Stavridis and Jancic (2016 
